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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

1. Claims 1-4, 6, 8-11, 13, 15-17, 19, 20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being anticipated by Luchs et al., (U.S. 4,831,526) in view of Bauer et al., (U.S. 
Pub. 2002/0116228). 

2. As per claim 1 , Luchs discloses a method for conducting a financial transaction, 
wherein said financial transaction is buying and selling an insurance policy, comprising: 

making an application, via a website accessed from a global communications 
network for acquisition of a financial product that requires activation to become 
effective, (Luchs, Fig. 2C; col. 2, line 21-col. 4, line 59) (disclosing an insurance policy 
product requiring issuance to be effective); 

said processing including determining the eligibility of the applicant for said 
financial product based upon a set of business rules programmed by a provider of said 
financial product, (Luchs, col. 4, lines 35-47); 
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following approval of said application, activating said financial product to 
complete said financial transaction, wherein said steps of making, processing and 
activating are all conducted by an applicant through a global communications network, 
(Luchs, Fig. 1, 2A-C; col. 2, line 21 -col. 4, line 59) (disclosing a remote office online rate 
quote, underwriter approval and issuance of policy). 

Luchs fails to disclose the following claim limitations rendered obvious by 
reference to Bauer: 

processing said application for approval during a single visit to said website, 
(Bauer, Abstract; Fig. 3, 5, U 4, 5). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Luchs 
and Bauer. The motivation would have been to obviate representative involvement in 
the interfacing and communicating of policy changes, (Bauer, U 4). 

3. As per claim 3, Luchs discloses a method wherein said financial product 
comprises an insurance policy, and wherein said financial transaction comprises selling 
and buying said insurance policy, (Luchs, col. 2, line 21 -col. 4, line 59). 

The motivation to combine Luchs and Bauer is as provided in the rejection of 
claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

4. As per claim 4, Luchs discloses a method wherein said activating step comprises 
providing coverage under said insurance policy, (Luchs, col. 2, line 21 -col. 4, line 59). 
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The motivation to combine Luchs and Bauer is as provided in the rejection of 
claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

5. As per claim 8, Luchs discloses a method wherein said processing step is 
performed by a financial transaction service provider, and wherein said activating step is 
performed by a provider of said financial product, (Luchs, col. 2, line 21 -col. 4, line 59) 
(disclosing processing by underwriter and policy issuance by insurance agent). 

The motivation to combine Luchs and Bauer is as provided in the rejection of 
claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

6. As per claim 10, Luchs discloses a method for buying and selling an insurance 
policy, comprising: 

making an application to purchase said insurance policy, (Luchs, Fig. 1; col. 2, 
line 21 -col. 4, line 59) (disclosing an insurance policy product requiring issuance to be 
effective); 

said processing including determining the eligibility of the applicant for said 
financial product based upon a set of business rules programmed by a provider of said 
financial product, (Luchs, col. 4, lines 35-47); 

following approval of said application, providing coverage under said insurance 
policy, wherein said steps of making, processing and providing coverage are all 
conducted through a global communications network, (Luchs, Fig. 1; col. 2, line 21 -col. 
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4, line 59) (disclosing a remote office online rate quote, underwriter approval and 
issuance of policy). 

Luchs fails to disclose the following claim limitations rendered obvious by 
reference to Bauer: 

processing said application for approval during a single visit to said website, 
(Bauer, Abstract; Fig. 3, 5, If 4, 5); and 

The motivation to combine Luchs and Bauer is as provided in the rejection of 
claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

7. As per claim 15, Luchs discloses a method wherein said processing step is 
performed by a financial transaction service provider, and wherein said providing 
coverage step is performed by a provider of said insurance policy, (Luchs, col. 2, line 
21 -col. 4, line 59) (disclosing processing by underwriter and policy issuance by 
insurance agent). 

The motivation to combine Luchs and Bauer is as provided in the rejection of 
claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

8. As per claim 16, Luchs discloses a system for conducting a financial transaction 
through a global communications network, comprising: 

a first interface for receiving an application from an applicant through the global 
communications network for acquisition of a financial product that requires activation to 
become effective, (Luchs, Fig. 1; col. 2, line 21-col. 4, line 59); 



Application/Control Number: 10/056,180 Page 6 

Art Unit: 3626 

said processing including determining the eligibility of the applicant for said 
financial product based upon a set of business rules programmed by a provider of said 
financial product, (Luchs, col. 4, lines 35-47); 

if said application is approved, a second interface for routing application 
information to a provider of said financial product through the global communications 
network to obtain substantially immediate activation of said financial product by said 
provider, (Luchs, Figs. 2A-F; col. 2, line 21 -col. 4, line 59). 

Luchs fails to disclose the following claim limitations rendered obvious by 
reference to Bauer: 

A processor for processing said application for approval during a single visit to 
said website, (Bauer, Abstract; Fig. 3, 5, 1f 4, 5) 

The motivation to combine Luchs and Bauer is as provided in the rejection of 
claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

9. As per claim 17, Luchs discloses a system wherein said financial product 
comprises an insurance policy, and wherein said financial transaction comprises selling 
and buying said insurance policy, (Luchs, Fig. 1; col. 2, line 21 -col. 4, line 59). 

The motivation to combine Luchs and Bauer is as provided in the rejection of 
claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

1 0. As per claims 2 and 1 1 , Luchs fails to disclose a method further including the 
step of paying for said financial product prior to said activating step. However, such a 
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step is obvios in view of Bauer (Bauer, If 6) (disclosing automatic online payment 
system that could require a payment prior to issuance of policy). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Luchs and Bauer 
in order to require a payment prior to policy issuance. The motivation would be to obtain 
payment immediately. 

11. As per claims 6 and 1 3, Luchs fails to disclose a method wherein said global 
communications network comprises a world wide web. However, such a method is 
well-known in the art as evidenced by Bauer, (Bauer, Abstract). 

It would be obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Luchs and Bauer 
in order to utilize the World Wide Web. The motivation would be to allow customers to 
access the system from a remote location. 

12. As per claim 9, Luchs fails to disclose a method wherein said processing and 
activating steps are performed by the same entity. However, such a method is well 
known in the art as evidenced by Bauer, (Bauer, Abstract, If 1-4). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Luchs 
and Bauer. The motivation would have been to reduce costs, (Bauer, U 1-4). 

13. As per claim 19, Luchs fails to disclose a system wherein said system is 
operated by a financial transaction service provider that comprises a different entity than 



Application/Control Number: 10/056,180 Page 8 

Art Unit: 3626 

said provider of said financial product, (Bauer, Abstract, U 1-4) (disclosing that involving 
multiple entities in an insurance transaction is well-known in the art, but that it is more 
cost efficient to utilize a single entity to complete the transaction). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine is as provided in the 
rejection of claim 9 and incorporated herein by reference. 



14. As per claim 20, Luchs discloses a system wherein said global communications 
network comprises a world wide web, and wherein said first and second interfaces 
comprise Internet connections through said world wide web, (Luchs, Fig. 1, 2A-F). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine is as provided in the 
rejection of claim 9 and incorporated herein by reference. 

1 5. As per claims 21-23, Luchs discloses a system and method wherein said 
insurance policy is a new insurance policy, (Luchs, FIGS. 10A-10H) (depicting, in 
seriatim the series of display screens which appear when an agent chooses to create a 
home policy for a new client). 

16. Claims 5, 12, 18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being anticipated by 
Luchs et al., (U.S. 4,831,526) in view of Bauer et al., (U.S. 2002/0116228), and 
further in view of Christie et al., (5,819,230). 
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1 7. As per claim 5, The collective system of Luchs and Bauer fails to disclose a 
method wherein said insurance policy comprises a life insurance policy. However, life 
insurance is well known in the art as evidenced by Christie, (Christie, Abstract). 

The motivation to combine Luchs and Bauer is as provided in the rejection of 
claim 1 and incorporated herein by reference. 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to combine Luchs 
and Christie. The motivation would have been to provide life insurance to a remote 
client on-line, (Luchs, Fig. 1). 

18. As per claim 12, The collective system of Luchs and Bauer fails to disclose a 
method wherein said insurance policy comprises a life insurance policy, However, life 
insurance is well known in the art as evidenced by Christie, (Christie, Abstract). 

The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine is as provided in the 
rejection of claim 5 and incorporated herein by reference. 

1 9. As per claim 1 8, The collective system of Luchs and Bauer fails to disclose a 
method wherein wherein said insurance policy comprises a life insurance policy, and 
wherein said activation comprises providing coverage under said policy, However, life 
insurance is well known in the art as evidenced by Christie, (Christie, Abstract). 
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The statement of obviousness and motivation to combine is as provided in the 
rejection of claim 5 and incorporated herein by reference. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 4/18/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive for the following reasons: 

As per applicant's argument that the combination of Luchs and Bauer fails to 
teach said processing including determining the eligibility of the applicant for said 
financial product based upon a set of business rules programmed by a provider of said 
financial product, it is submitted that the combination does in fact disclose such 
features. Luchs discloses data included in the insurance application is electronically 
and automatically compared to certain underwriting criteria and if any of these 
standards is exceeded, the aforementioned underwriting function is carried out before 
the insurance contract is printed and mailed, (Luchs, col. 4, lines 35-47). 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to RUSSELL S. GLASS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3132. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8-5. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Joseph Thomas can be reached on 571-272-6776. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/RUSSELL S. GLASS/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 3626 
2/16/2008 



/Robert Morgan/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3626 



